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ing availability of capital felony for juvenile defendants; claim that State v.
Delgado (323 Conn. 801) was inapplicable because it could be presumed that
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ment without possibility of release.
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missioner of Motor Vehicles was not supported by substantial evidence in record;
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nesses actually occurring; whether habeas court correctly determined that peti-
tioner procedurally defaulted on conflict of interest claim pursuant to United
States v. Cronic (466 U.S. 648); claim that prejudice against petitioner should
have been presumed under Cronic because of counsel’s conflict of interest; whether
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